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u onno cAii Q TO PI APE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

& flTo* ) a timely ?,sd Request ,0, Continued 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

f«e M« been AM is •» dale ta pu^oses ol delermining W P«"«^ »' f .J^" set » the nS Office action; of 

srss^'r,;,'^i;^fssr;=xr^^^ 

timely filed, may reduce any earned patent temi adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 □ A Notice Of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1 .191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.n The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: . 

30 Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable clainn(s). 
5 M The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or cM request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

appSon in conditi^ for allowance because: fh. A p plicanrs arguments are nor persuasive . 
60 The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 □ For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) aG will not be entered or b)^ will be en^^^^^ and an 
expSon of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim{s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 12-14 and16-1d, 
Claim{s) withdrawn from consideration: 1-11 and 15. 
80 The proposed drawing correction filed on isaD approved or bO disapproved by the Examiner. 

9.0 Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PT0.1449) Paper No(s). . 

10.^ nthPr- .<;fifi attached Shee t , paper no. 2 
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Part of Paper No. 7 



Application/Control Number: 09/479,146 
Art Unit: 2184 

Grounds for Rejection 
1 . Claims 12-14 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stolowitz, U.S. Patent 6,018.778, and further in view of -Single and 
Adjacent Double Error Correction System," IBM Technical Disclosure Bulletin. 




